The alleged phonemes /hw/ and /x/ have been included in Table 1 because they are sometimes considered to be an integral part of the English phonological system. However, /hw/, even when pronounced as a single phone [ʍ] (a voiceless labiovelar fricative [7] , [8] , [9] or approximant [10] ), is phonologically analysed as the cluster of phonemes /h/ and /w/. To this list of phonemes, we can add the archiphonemes presented in Table 2 , in which the symbol  represents neutralisation and Ø stands for the zero phoneme, that is, the absence of sound. [13] , [14] In Finally, the mainstream approach usually considers the existence of the triphthongs /eɪə/, /aɪə/, /ɔɪə/, /aʊə/ and /əʊə/ (or /oʊə/). Actually, these clusters are best analysed as sequences of two phonemes (one diphthong plus /ə/). In our reinterpretation of this system, we will see that, in fact, these are three phonemes, although in certain varieties some of them may sound like hiatuses or even monophthongs:
Table2. English vocalic and consonantal archiphonemes

Archiphoneme
Context of neutralisation
/E/ = /ə/  Ø [12],layer [ˈleɪ̯ ə(ɹ)], [ˈlɛɪ̯ ə(ɹ)], [ˈlɛ.ə(ɹ)], [ˈlɛə̯ (ɹ)], [ˈlɛːɹ].
REINTERPRETING THE MAINSTREAM SYSTEM
As we said, there is no objection to English consonantism; my disagreement refers to vocalism and semivocalism. Therefore, the phonological description proposed here maintains the consonant phonemes of the mainstream system, but reanalyses vowels and semivowels.
Vocalism in the BrE variety
British English actually has 11 vowel phonemes, six short and five long, namely ( . Hence we assume, in the mainstream approach, the alleged phonemes /ĕ/ (or /e/), /ā/ (or /eɪ/), and /â/ (or /eə/). It is easy to see that the phonetic sequence [ɛə̯ ] only occurs before /r/ and /R/ (*/leət/and */leə/ are impossible in English), while /e/ and /eɪ/ never occur before /r/ and /R/ (*/le (ɹ)/ 4 and */leɪ(ɹ)/ are equally impossible). We say that /eɪ/ and /eə/ have complementary distribution, therefore, they are, in principle, combinatorial allophones of the same phoneme. Incidentally, there is a historical explanation for this. At some point in the evolution of Middle English, the free a became long and then began to move forward and progressively diphthongise, merging with the diphthong ai. We then had something like /a/ > /aː/ > /aeː/ > /ɛː/ > /ɛɪ/ > /eɪ/. One can imagine that at some point Kreidler [16] , McCully [17] and Roach [18] suggest that [i] occurs in contexts where the neutralisation of /ɪ/ and /iː/ takes place, and, thus, is an archiphoneme. However, in final position, especially in the BrE variety, it cannot be said that there is such a neutralisation because there are a number of words (caries, series, species, etc.) in which the ending /iːz/ sounds different from /iz/ (compare caries vs. carries or chickaree vs. chicory) [19] , [20] . [21] . Although this vowel, like the other full vowels of English, occurs predominantly in stressed syllables, it can also occur in unstressed syllable (undo). In turn, schwa (/ə/) occurs, in the BrE variety, exclusively in unstressed syllables and is the result of the reduction of full vowels in unstressed syllable. In fact, in unstressed position, all vowels converge to [ə], [ɪ] or [ɨ] (less often to [ʊ]). In this sense, cases like undo would be examples of secondary stress (therefore, the syllable un of undo would not be totally unstressed). Ladefoged [22] and Bolinger [23] , however, consider this as a mere difference in vowel quality rather than stress. That is the position also taken here. 
Vocalism in the AmE Variety
Now let us look at the English vocalism in the American variety. In the USA, the main opposition is not between long and short vowels, but between tense and lax vowels. Strictly speaking, since vowel quantity (i.e. duration) is not a relevant distinctive feature, the distinction between vowels is based on their timbre. Therefore, the denomination tense vs. lax does not really have to do with tension or intensity, but with degree of opening and place of articulation. Therefore, I will replace these terms with close and open, respectively. Let us look at It is a fact that the pseudophonemes /aɪ/ and /eɪ/ come historically from the simple Old English vowels ī and ā (/ɔɪ/ was borrowed directly from French in this form), but the fact that a current diphthong comes from an old monophthong does not make necessarily this diphthong a single phoneme. Proof of this is that the Latin long ē has evolved in modern French to <oi> (pronounced [wa] ), but the descriptions of the French phonological system do not consider /wa/ a phonemically indivisible unit. In effect, /wa/ is phonologically opposed to /wɛ/, /wi/, etc., and also to /ja/, /la/, /da/, and so on, from which two distinctive units are abstracted, /w/ and /a/. , already prove that they are only combinatorial allophones of the same phonemes. The finding that /eɪ/ and /eə/ (best represented as /eɪ̯ / and /eə̯ /) also present complementary distribution equally leads to the conclusion that they are not two distinct phonemes (actually, they are not even phonemes). The same reasoning applies to all other vowels.
In short, disregarding these facts leads to a more complex phonological description and farther from reality than it should be. I hope, therefore, to have been able to demonstrate in this article that the phonological reality of the English language is much simpler than the available phonological textbooks suggest.
The revision of English phonology, especially in relation to vocalism, will certainly imply the reformulation of the descriptions found in the language dictionaries, which will facilitate not only the understanding of the system by foreign speakers who are learning English as well as the native speakers themselves, who sometimes need to consult the dictionary to learn the correct pronunciation of a particular word, since the official spelling does not help much in these cases.
In this regard, although this study has not been exhaustive in terms of regional allophones and other specifics of the phonetics and dialectology of the language, I hope to have made an important contribution to the studies of phonetics and phonology of English.
